Amendment Under 37 C.F.R. §1.111 
U.S. Appln. No. 10/679,447 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-7 are pending. 

Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to consider Applicants' Supplemental 
Disclosure Statement filed November 14, 2005. 

In Paragraph No. 1 of the Action, the Examiner objects to the Abstract as being too long, 
i.e., over 150 words in length. 

An amended Abstract is submitted herewith, to overcome this objection 

In Paragraph No. 3 of the Action, claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as 
allegedly being anticipated by European Patent Application Publication No. 1 195 359 Al (EP 
'359). 

Applicants submit that this rejection should be withdrawn because EP '359 does not 
disclose or render obvious the ultraviolet and infrared ray absorbing colored glass plate of 
present claims 1-3. 

In this regard, present claim 1 specifies that the soda-lime silicate glass composition be 
substantially free from Ce0 2 . EP '359 does not exclude Ce0 2 from its glass composition, and 
the majority of the Examples in EP '359 include a substantial amount of Ce0 2 . See Examples 1 
through 20 of EP '359, as shown in Tables 1-4 at pages 7-10 of EP '359. 

Comparative Examples 1-4 of EP '359 also include a substantial amount of Ce0 2 , as seen 
in Table 6 at page 11 of EP '359. 

Although Examples 21-25 of EP '359 do not include any Ce0 2 , these Examples do not 
satisfy the claimed range of CoO (i.e., CoO: 0.0001-0.005 wt%). Namely, Example 21 does not 
include any CoO, and Examples 22-25 include an excess amount of CoO, outside the presently 
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recited range. For instance, Example 25 of EP '359 includes substantially more CoO (0.0130%) 
than the upper limit of 0.005% recited in present claim 1. In addition, these examples are outside 
the scope of the present claims for other reasons. Example 21 includes 0.55% of total iron oxide 
in terms of total Fe 2 0 3 (T-Fe 2 0 3 ), which is outside the range of 0.96 to 1.25% recited in present 
claim 1. Examples 22-24 include 1.29% Fe 2 0 3 , above the 1.25% upper limit recited in present 
claim 1 . 

Applicants further note that claims 1 and 9 of EP '359 relied on by the Examiner do not 
exclude Ce0 2 , and, indeed, certain of the dependent claims expressly call for a substantial 
percentage of Ce0 2 . See claims 5, 6 and 8 of EP '359. 

For at least these reasons, EP '359 does not identically disclose the ultraviolet and 
infrared ray absorbing colored glass plate of the present invention. Further, EP '359 does not 
fairly suggest or render obvious the glass plate of the present invention, particularly since EP 
'359 appears to teach the inclusion of a substantial percentage of Ce0 2 in the soda-lime silicate 
glass composition. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-3 based on EP 
'359 are respectfully requested. 

In Paragraph No. 4 of the Action, claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(a) as 
allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,506,700 to Combes et al. 

Applicants submit that this rejection should be withdrawn because Combes et al. '700, 
like EP '359, does not disclose or render obvious the colored glass plate of the present invention. 

Focusing on Example No. 1 of Combes et al. '700 relied on by the Examiner, it does not 
appear that this example includes any CoO, whereas the present claims require a non-zero 
amount of CoO (0.0001 to 0.005%). Further, while it appears to Applicants that Example No. 1 
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of Combes et al. 4 700 may satisfy equation (1) in present claim 1, it would not satisfy equation 
(2) in present claim 1 . The values Applicants calculate for the quantities in equation (2) for 
Combes et al. Example No. 1, reading equation (2) from left to right, are 0.1575, 0.2798, and 
0.2225, which would not satisfy equation (2). 

While the composition of Combes et al. '700's Example No. 1 is not stated to include any 
Ce0 2 , Combes et al. do state that "the glass used for manufacturing a glass sheet according to 
this invention may contain up to 1 .5% by weight of Ce0 2 " see column 4, lines 25-29, contrary 
to the requirement of the present invention that the soda-lime silicate glass composition be 
substantially free from Ce02. 

For at least these reasons, Combes et al. 4 700 does not disclose or render obvious the 
colored glass plate of the present claims. The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider 
and withdraw the rejection of claims 1-6 based on Combes et al. '700. 

In Paragraph No. 7 of the Action, claim 7 is objected to as being dependent on a rejected 
base claim. 

Applicants respectfully submit that claim 7 is allowable in its present form, in view of the 
above response. 

Allowance is respectfully requested. If any points remain in issue which the Examiner 
feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is kindly 
requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 




WASHINGTON OFFICE 



23373 



CUSTOMER NUMBER 



Date: March 16,2006 
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